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1 [ELC®IC

AR, MR EN AR I W TRLEE 2 FHT 5
MENL TN TWAS., —RICHHR TR AW S
NBHFEL NV TORLHEE D loss T, I N7z
XA U TOD loss IFFHE I N W2, B4
HEZERBULZESRZITD 2D TE RV, MifbFHEIZ
& o T, RS N BRI Xk & 51l 5 ROUGE(1]
7R E DM A FTRER I & Btk § 5 Z L AVARE & 78
%. BALFEOWMIZ ROUGE % AWz 35 0 [2] B4t
IZHERSUTN T S EMIGEIZ BT 5 237 2R &
LTHWAHD 3] Edd 5.

AT TIE, R CE P OB RIERITN 3 58/
BAOND KRB, RXEPOEELREHRE
BREINTWVWBEZLHPHHFTE S LE X, Scialom 5
[3] £E U K ADERK L ER BRI ZEKL, £D
BREDADT #®Me UTmfb¥8E %2475, £72
Z DRRIZ, Scialom 5 DEFHF 265 e U -ERAE
BEAEELT, HiAzNRe UABMZERKL, 20
BRI 2 IEEREZHME LTk 24552 L
ERET D, U & o THEIBEAFDERIZ B L 72
WT— X THFEEZITD 2 e REE 7R 5. £z,
GG 4 e & FOBERMEZ#HT2Z LT, —0D
TN T H2EMBIEZ, T L > TETADE
% U 7= B R X E O BERIHFRAREI N T VWS H
X DIEHEICFHMEicE 5 Z & 2T 5.

2 BEERR

— B2 BRI D FEAMIZ 1 ROUGE AW 515 A3,
ROUGE ZETVMNER LB & ALBER L 72 E
M D n-gram O~ v F U T EFELTWAEZITTH
D, BEROFAXT I RMGEREZ B Z I3 TE
. D70 L OHORI%E [3][2] T, ROUGE 0
HEMALEEDOHIME U THWZGE, RIS E
FDANFNZ & B3 AR T X OFMAYE 725 Z & 23
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EHINTWVWS,

ROUGE izRRb 2l LT, BN EDIESR%
W7z = 2 — AL F O LK OFHMiFEEEIC APES[4] 2%
%. APES I3 Bbkaifid o Bl D F % & 50T, EHIH
JRXEDOBEE LR ELHEYICET 5EMICEETE 568
NZEHBEETH 5. APES TlX, ADMER L 72 EH
POBAEAFAOTSEOMELZ AR L, ZOREDIEE
RTETIUDPER L ZENOFM %2175 . =2 — R
HIZB U B2 EHDO AN DOFH & DHREFRED, ROUGE
IZHER APES D AMEL Ro 22 HEL TW5.

Scialom & [3] 1, HRMGEIZ LS 237 & ROUGE
ERLULEGDOELEEZBME LTHWS Z L 28K T
W5, ZOFETIE, BRETIVHIERL 2B %
ZUALS, QA VAT LAWEMIZE Z, TOERMIG
BEOAATHHET S & 5128 %475 . Scialom
S5k, BRIGED AT Z®MIZINZ 5 Z & T, AM
X BERDFHART X OGO FIFiEZ IR 22D,
SO EEME DRI A [ L X85 Z e TE L LW
LTWa. B CHEHAT 2EM (SO ) 1,
ADMER U 7= BERIN D EIE G % < A2 ULTHEKL T
W5,

3 IBEFE
3.1 R’EETI

KWL TIE, BRI 2 25 F 72 X EA &G O
NIDMEZER L, TOEEREEZNE T IV OEK
BABUZ ML TifbZE 217 5. IRET 2 EHFIED
WM ZM 1 ITRT.

& BT KT 2 7 B 1E CNN-Daily-Mail-
Reading-Comprehension-Task([5] DFiE % SH IZ/ERK
3 %. £7, Stanford CoreNLP* Z{#ifH L T, ADMERL
U 7= B D S fiir 2 47 5. T, S fibr Of5 R %
FWT, BN O£ & [E A48 & entity + 57 &<

Thttps://stanfordnlp.github.io/CoreNLP/
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A7F D, BRI AT U BEEOH P 545 £ 7213
A #5 % — DITRONHOMEZ /EKT 5.

3.2 BMEH

FEIZMHHT D loss 2 EET S, ANTEEXER
(20, .o, ], ADMERR L7288 % Y = [yo, ..., yT]
EL &, mAEHEED lossy,e &, AFDORIZ 5.

X
&

lossmle = Z IOg yt|y0, s Yt—1, )) (1)

F 72 —f%IZ sequence-to-sequence € T T, HH
INEHFEDOIE VIR UMMEEL 25720, DKL %
Bfi < 728 D coverage loss[6] 2 AT 5. [l t (2B
5 encoder D LSTM D% H 71 & decoder @ LSTM @
& I D attention % a; & U, coverage vector ¢
%

-1
&= Z ay (2)
t'=0
i& < &, coverage loss A FDOATEHZINS.
loss. = Z Zmin(ai, ) (3)
t

BBICHIEFED loss ZEFT 5. LEOFIET
PERG U 72 R/ D FTEIZ QA Y AT L2 HWTHRE L
7-BRDIEERZHM r £ 5 <. Self-Critical Training
Approach[7] &0, ETNVDOHEIRSH YT v IL
T HGERI % w* _wmnw;]%x%ﬁ®7»ﬁu
AL TERUZZHGERIZE W = [Wf,..., 0] £B<
&, LEBIZBIT B loss, A TFDRIZRS.

lossy = —(r(w®) — T((Wb))

L (4)
> log(p(wilws, - - wi-1))
t=1
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&7 loss 12,
loss = A\glossmie + Mloss. + Aaloss,y (5)

YEHETD. A, L, INAN=NRNFTA—RTH 5.

4 B
4.1 F—4%tv kK

CNN-DailyMail dataset(CNN-DM)

= o — ZFLH (9 781 HigE) & ADMERL L 72 Y
(CE¥9 56 BLGE) ity MR o727 —X &y b [5]. #F
BRDT—XH 287,113 R7, validation FHD T — X M3
13,368 X7, F A MO F— XA 11,490 T & ENT
W3. See 5 [6] HMERK L 7z non-anonymized version

— Xty hEMHL L.
New York Times Annotated Corpus(NYT)

Durrett & [9] & [FFRIZ, NYT WD 110,540 il D =
2 — AGLH (SFEF 800 HiGh) & 25K (V4T 46 HiEE) O
T AEREHL, 100,834 R T & FEFIC, 9.706 <7 %
TANAZREI Uz, £72T7 AT —XDOWND S EH
EAV50 HEERMO® DZMYBRE, 3452 RT & T A
FF—XEUTHMALZ (NYT50). ZEHOT—X
DWW 4000 % validation FHO T —& & LT L 7z.
2k O BN E AP B LN T —X v b
Lo TWVW5.

4.2 BRERK

T — 2%y NADADMER L 722505 5, [ £
EXA UMM & 45l % < A2 U7z ]
BEERL, BB IEH L. W oD T —XI(Z
B E 7 EEEEFNE EN TV ah o720, FH
FHZFZN o DT =X 2D RV /2. CNN-DM 7 — X
v N CHEHT 5 EA$FOERMIX CNN-Daily-Mail-
Reading-Comprehension-Task[5] T 5B % %
DEFMEHLZ. TNLSOERIE 3 Hi TR U ZFE
W, EREITo 72, AU BRI, EEICHAE L
T — R ERLITRT.

4.3 ZEERERTE

ALV S QA ¥ AT L% Dangi & [10] ©
ET)NV% CNN-DM 7—& v hD=a—AGlH L[
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% 2: CNN-DM F— X+ v F TOHER

ETN AcCpnp  Accnn  AcCpnpan | R-1 R-2 R-L
pointer-generator|[6] - - - 39.563 17.28 36.38
baseline 45.20 20.71 27.07 39.55 1743 36.35
+ QAnnp 55.23 ; ; 4026 18.20 36.80
+ QA - 25.96 - 40.56 18.18 37.06
+ QAnp + QAnn | - ; 30.95 | 40.68 18.26 37.22
# 3: NYT50 ¥ =&t v b TORERE
TN Accpnp  Accnn  AcChpnpnn | R-1 R-2 R-L
pointer-generator|8] - - - 43.71  26.40 -
baseline 27.50 22.67 22.39 42.37 26.40 39.02
+ QApnp 29.24 ; ; 44.46 27.60 41.02
+ QA,, - 24.43 - 44.81 27.82 41.34
+ QAnnp + QAnn - - 23.36 44.66 27.74 41.20
FEAMHEHE (21X ROUGE @ F iz L, NYT50 7 —
& 1: U AR 2y N OFIGHIC I, EFAAIIT 2 BHEE
T2y b | Question Type F—B BRI ) pepep U e mRELUF BB L 2B 0D ROUGE 0
CNNDAL EAHEA 287113 1259604 R % S B
X 286,980 3,392,501
N &5 4 7 98,619 487,237 N
45 100,517 1203241 4.4 HER - ER

AHAOEMTEHEIEETVER V. ENET
)LD baseline (Z 1%, pointer-generator network[6] % {#
FAL7z. CNN-DM 7 =Xty N CIEANTE=a—
A FLE I 400 BEE, NYT50 7 — X & v b Tl 800 #
FEIZHIRE U, £mADT—XEy NTETIV
P S B EHIE 100 HEFIZHIR 2 U 7. sRbZE I
AU EROBEIZUTDO =212k 5.

b QAnnp
[ £ 5 O 2 AL 2B 5.

L QA’I’LTL
Fal OHE M & mALEE MY 5.

i QAnnp + QAnn
& A 445 & 445 OB & b B I 5.

KGB)ITBWT Ng=1,A\ =1, A2 =0 & U, baseline
EFNEEBEE U, Ao = 0.001, A = 0.001, Ay =
12 U TCifb ¥ %47 -72. CNN-DM 7 —& &y hD
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CNN-DM (2B 2 ERFEREE 2 ITRT. KD
Accpny MT A NT—RIZBITBEHEAGFEZNRE L
7-EMDIEE R, Ace,, PafENRE LZEARMOIE
EHR, AcChnpnn DEHEHFEE AT HE2NRE U
BRDIEZEER%Z27RT. £ 255, baseline DFER L L
R, L 2T 2R T, AL EICHR L2
BROELEENE LELTWBZeRNbhs, 2Ok
PoMLFEEIFEFICEETE TV  LHHITE 5.
E-EEAFAOEMZBAEHITHANS L0 B, £
DEMZ WA ROUGE ME L R>TW0WAH Z &N

HTE5. it ROUGE &< 2o - DX EE 47
& i OB 2 s E I H W E TV e R o T

NYT50 (251} 25ERZEK3ITRT. K355, CNN-
DM DI & [FIkkZ, (b8 %17 572 € 7 )V IX baseline
R, EZR, ROUGE HiZmM ELTWA Z &dh
M5, £z, FRRICEA G OERM 2t FZE I AW 5
Evd, ZADHEM%EFAWZD ROUGE DA< 7o
TWB I EHHERTES. NYT50 7 — &+ v hTIF,
&6 £ & falim OB 22 I WS L b b,
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#* 4 BHBEZ(LS LGB EORE

SEYPERIE | Accpnpnn | BRI R2  R-L
2 30.57 | 40.55 18.12 37.09
4 30.92 | 40.68 18.29 37.23
8 30.66 | 40.68 18.22 37.21
ALL(16.8) 30.95 | 40.68 18.26 37.22

2D A% W27 ROUGE 23&E < 72 o 7z,

CNN-DM & NYT50 TR 5 DI, Bz
HIR 3 5 [ %45 O SEEEA NYT50 Tl CNN-DM
D15 EE LW R sEEGFAENRE LZE
R DRI FE A CNN-DM IZHAREE L D 572728, %
FAOBROAZMBHUZAPRIEFEER S L VE,
ROUGE & o= LRI N 5.

£72 CNN-DM 7—=X &y MZBWT, QA +
QA,, DEMT, BRI ZFIRL 7256 DFER%E2 K 4
RS CEEERMBIE, R T S I
LEMBDONY 2R3, AT 2EMIXEE#GH L 4
FADBMOTNS T VA LITERLUAZ. ALL 32T
DEMZMFEHLZEAOKRTHS. K4 L0, BN
WY A FIRRE ISR ELZRZ N EEMZEP LT
£ ROUGE 23 EUZWiER & o7z, Zhidsifb
FEIMHHT 2EMPLTEL L, EERE2A EIE
5E5FETHIENHELL LY FEERE S M
X ALL TikifbZE 25 < ke o 7z LI
na.

5 F&&b

MR BN B 1 2 BN E 2 FIH U 7@k 3 1
BWC, #ilz&iile v A2 Uk RE2E/M &
LTHWSZ 2R,

%7 Scialom 5 [3] DFEFREFE U<, BRGE IS
FER2a7WAEET S LD ICHLEEETH> LT
ROUGE A3 £ % Z & 2SR S iz, $7-, CNN-
DM & NYTli D F—& Xy MIBWT, /ERDEA
HFDAREI AT UzNMOMEL D L 4FE Y AT
U7z D /2 ROUGE OED &L b Z &
DHER I NFz. BRI, AL EICHH S 5 EMEA
Wz 52 &T&DIEMRENORML T E, Wiy Y
MNE ORI D Z 2R L2, BtH ROUGE
PE L 7o T DIFEAE R 4 M DBE T, ZHBA
FESIEP R SN o 7.

SROIFFEDTiE & LTI,

R fUT IR ADMERR

U725 SEMZEHR L TWB D, TN % BRI
DX EP SIER L, BhliZe L osbZEE 21752 &
REWEZOSND.
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